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of "tableness" which really belongs to it. There is a sub-
Jective cognition of a physical object. The one correspon-
dence to the other/ because it determines the object as it is,
and does not itself become what it is. if it so become the
object itself, there would be nothing left on the subjective
side that might correspond to the physical object.

While truth consits in correspondence, the criterion
of truth for the Nyaya, coherence and pragmatism in broad
sense ? The Nyaya, though, right so far as validity is some-
times proved on extrinsic grounds, is wrong when it asserts
that validity is proved invariably on extrinsic evidence.
Therefore, truth rests ultimately on intrinsic evidence can-
not be itself be the supreme test of truth, i.e., the ultimate
motive of certitude. Coherence and pragmatic success
which are extraneous tests of truth presuppose a knowledge
of truth on intrinsic evidence some where and the Mirnamsa
is quite correct in pointing out this fact. My perception of
water through vision is said to be known as true if it coheres
with my later experiences it through touch, taste and other
senses. But the different senses reveal different aspects of
water and their reports are different which cannot be said
to point to the same fact; viz., water, unless on many
former occasions water has been experienced through diffe-
rent senses and the different sense-experiences have been
known to be intrinsically true. Let a, b, c, d, etc , be the
different sense experiences of water. At present I am
having the experience of a and subsequently I have the
experience b, c, d, etc. But how can b, c, d, etc. confirm
a otherwise than on the ground of their intrinsic truth ? The
truth of a is known trough b, c. d, etc , because we already
have had all of them together and have known each of them
to be independently true. The pragmatic test of successful
activity is nothing but verifying an experience by aesthetic
and emotional exoenences. When I believe my visual per-
ception of water to be true when I quench my thirst with it,
the satisfaction of an organic need gives me an additional
emotional experience   But why should this emotional
experience prove that what I perceive is really water. There